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The Sino-Soviet Agreements of 1950 


The terms seem to favor China and strengthen Soviet prestige. Are historic 
Sino-Russian differences settled, or will they reappear in a new form? 


BY ROBERT C. NORTH 


W'"™ THE ESTABLISHMENT of the Chinese People’s 
Republic, Sino-Soviet relations acquired a new 
interest. The Western world has long known how capi 
talist governments behave teward one another, and has 
had some opportunity to observe how a Communat 
government behaves toward capitalist governments, and 
wce versa. But there is as yet little basis for predicting 
how one Communist government will behave toward 
another Communist government. Some evidence, indeed 
is afforded by Soviet Russia's dealings with the satellite 
states of Europe and the one ex-<atellite, Yugoslavia 
But China differs from these countnes in many ways 
im size, gcograp! ical position, internal conditions, and 
previous relations with Russia, both Tsarist and Com 
munist. Will the new chapter in Sino-Russian relations 


YT 


prove to be a sharp break with the past, or merely 
tinue an old story in new language’ 

When the terms of the Stalin-Mao agreements wer 
1950, 


with the treaty concludes 


Western observers 


1 in 


announced in mid-February 
inevitably com pared ther 


August 1945 between the Sowet Union and the Chincs 


Nationalist Government. An outgrowth of the Yalta 


Conference, this instrument, together with its accor 
panying agreements, accorded to the Soviet Union nearly 


all the concessions in China which Tsarist Russia had 
Treaty of Portsn 


lost to Japan by the youth im 1% 
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Port Arthur was leased to the USSR as a naval base; 
Dairen was to be a “free port” with the preeminent inter- 
ests of the Soviet Union safeguarded; the Chinese East- 
ern and South Manchurian Railways, combined as the 
Chinese Changchun Railway, were to be jointly operated 
by a Seviet-Chinese company. China also agreed to 
recognize the independence of Outer Mongolia if a 
plebiscite should confirm that such was the detire of its 
inhabitants 

The nature of the 1945 treaty undoubtedly influenced 
Western expectations for the 1950 agreements. As nego- 
tations between Stalin and Mao dragged on through 
the first six weeks of this year, many observers predicted 
that Moscow would prove its imperialistic intentions by 
stripping China of valuable assets and perhaps of its 
independence. Hopes of a “Titoist™ reaction in China 
were expressed in the American press. But the pub- 
lished terms of the Stalin-Mao agreements failed to 
such speculations; for the Soviet Union prom- 
China most of the nights previously 


onfirm 


wd to restore to 
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surrendered to Rusia The treaty alo forged a military returning to China what the United States, in the 


alliance betwern two nations with « total population capacity of an ally, had compelled her to surrender 
d weeested w the West that The agreements also presented the Russians in the role 


of some 680 000.00 «a: 
hopes for Titoisrn in China were premature, if not base of altruistic allies, defenders of Chinese national intee 
begs rity against forcign tnprrialism—this at a time when 

American officers were asking for permanent bases in 
Terms of the Treaty Japan, and when the United States was recognizing 
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As news of the Stalin-Mao agreements reached the 
West, sore observers seized upon reports of “secret 
odicils” lew favorable to China. Accord one, Mao 
the norther agreed to furnish a larg: labor force for work in Sibena 


7 accorded key positions in China's army, secret 
actually ath ' 

und Cormmunist Party. to Soviet advisers 
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Seate” that miel te with Japan directly o Soviet Union with raw materials by 1963) was scarcely 
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itroke the prote ina inet a histori the Soviet Union was merely returning to China what 
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Communi: _ netructive use the and the Changchun Railway, Soviet police and ¢co- 
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chuna, Tsarst diplomats opened negotiations for a 
night of way across Chinese territory, and concluded 
arrangements for the building of the jointly operated 
Chinese Eastern Railway with exclusive nights during 
the period of construction and for eighty vears there- 
after; after 36 years the Chinese government would 
have the right to buy back the line. Eighteen months 
later the Tsarist government obtained from China a 
25-year lease of the Port Arthur and Dairen ancas for 
use as a naval base; and they secured an extemion of 
the Chinese Eastern Railway concessions for the purposw 
of building a spur system (the South Manchuria Rail- 
wxy) to connect Dairen with the main line * 

But imperial Russia had scarcely developed these new 
spheres before defeat in the Ruso-Japanes war forced 
it to cede to the Tokyo government the lease af Port 
Arthur, Dairen, and adjacent territory, the South Man- 
churia Railway with all its privileges, and the southern 
half of Sakhalin Island. At the same time St. Petersburg 
recognized Japan's “paramount political, military and 
economic interests” in Korea.’ 

St. Petersburg and Tokyo, in the course of German 
advances in China, recogniaed a temporary stalernate in 
their rivalries by negotiating a series of secret agree- 
ments (1907, 1910, 1912) which reserved northern Man- 
churia for Russian and southern Manchuria for Japanese 
exploitation. During World War I Russia secretly ree- 
ognized Japanese spheres of mterest in Shantung, Man- 
churia, and eastern Innrr Mongolia, while in return, 
Tokyo sanctioned a number of minor Russian advances 
in Outer Mongolia. These, however, were small con- 
cessions to an Imperial Government which had once 
been a dominant power in Asia. Bolshevik, not Tsarist 
diplomacy was destined to win back for Russia in 1945 
what had been lost at Portsmouth forty vears earher 


Soviet Political Techniques 


During the first few years of Soviet power it looked 
as though the Bolshevik government were going to re- 
nounce Tsarist policies in Asia. But as time went on the 
Bolsheviks, using new techniques for fomenting indi- 
discontent and combining legal with illegal 
Petersburg had 


gencns 
action, not only recovered all that St 
lost, but also achieved the severance of Outer Mongolia 
and the near-severance of Sinkiang from China Proper 

Fundamental to these new political techniques were 
the doctrines of Karl Marx, who predicted an inevitable 
revolution leading to the overthrow of capitalism * Lenin 


4 J) V. A. MacMurray, ed, Treats and Agreements With 
end Concerning China (New York, 1921), vol. 1, pp 74-79, 
119-21 


5 lbid., pp. 522-28 
6 Cf Robert C. North and John H. Paasche, “China in 
the World Revolution,” Far Eastern Survey, July 27, 1949 
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and his follower added to this theory, maintaining that 
capitalists in industrially advanced countnes such necded 
strength from semi-colama! areas such as China and thus 
prolong a doomed existence Liberate the exploited 
from the exploter, the Lenwusts advised, separate such 
nations as the United States and Great Britain from 
impenalist acorss to the raw materials and markets of 
industrially backward areas lke China—do this, and 
capttaliam will quictly fall 

But the umpenalits could not be expelled from sem 
colonial areas by profetanan revoluuven alone, according 
to Leninist doctrine, for such regions have not yet de- 
veloped a numerous and sophisticated proletariat, Com- 
munists, therefore, while exploiting rivalnes among the 
vanous imperialist power, must at the same Gme sup- 
port any middie~<lass nationalist force willing to fight 
for the expulson of foreign impenalian 

While extending this support, Communist leaders 
were expected to make every effort to arouse and or- 
ganize the working mases, and to penetrate and gam 
leadership over the exusting revolutionary movement.’ 
This, according to the Leninists, could best be achieved 
by a tactic of cooperation combined with oppostion 

Toward China between 1919 and 1927 this dual 
policy took somewhat the following form: the Soviet 
Union recognized and sent an ambassador to the legal 
Chinese government at Peking; this ambassador acted 
at the same time as an agent for the Third Interna 
tienal, which was then aiding Dr. Sun Yat-sen’s Kuo 
muntang Party in an attempt to overthrow the govern. 
ment in Peking; furthermore, while the Third Interna- 
tional was supporting the Kuomintang, Chinese Com- 
munists began joining that party in order to win contact 
with the masses and eventually to capture it of oust it 
from leadership of the revolution.* 


Response to Soviet Advences 

During the carly twenties Soviet overtures met a fav- 
orable response from many in China.’ Chinese intellec- 
tuals, embittered by the Western record of unequal 
treaties and other forms of economic and political pen- 
etrahon, were umpressed by developments in Russia. The 
new Soviet literature enabled thern to experience vican- 
ously a really sucerssful revolution. As members of an 
industrially backward nation they tended to understand 
and applaud Lenin's theories of imperialism. Many of 
them were interested In Communism as a method for 


spreading modern technology in underdeveloped areas 


? The Second Congress of tha Commenut International 
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8 Prototoll dex TV Kongreses der Keommunisiochen later 
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9 CL Benjamin Schwartz, “Mare sod Lenin m China,” Par 
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To them the Bolshevik sevem seemed a logical step 
beyond the inventive and technological genius of capi- 
taliemn, which tended to keep industry concentrated in 
its own homelands to the dwadvantage of other regions 

This receptivity to Bolshevik advances was further 
enhanced when in 1919 and 1920 the Soviet Union 
fighting for its very existence and probably confident 
that world revolution was not far off, made a virtuc of 
nereauty by rencemecing all T sarit conquests and special 
privileges in China and by promising to restore to Chis 
the Chinew Eastern Railw sv, which. as the result of the 
Bolshevik Revolunon and foreign intervention, was at 
that time under Allied managerrnent 

The Peking government was not sure where its inter 
ests lay, but Dr Sun was ready for Bolshevik help. He 
followers had been painfully disillusioned by Western 
treatment of China at Versailles, and even the results 
of the Washineton Conference of 1921-22 were wr 
thing less than many Chinese had hoped for, China wa 
seething with revolt against the old order, but neither 
Great Britain nor the United States had shown any in 
clination to aid Dr Sun 

In practice, Soviet polioes toward China seemed to 
fall short of Sowet prom nse. With ore. the Sowet LU nion 
regained a measure of control over the Chinese Eastern 
Railway, and the Sino-Soviet ueaty of 1924 merely 
ferred settlement of that question The same treaty 
agreements between China and the 


M: nga 
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through 1931) to Chinese Communist kkaders two pre- 
pare them for revolutionary action to cwerthrow the 
Nationalist government, strengthened Outcr Mongolian 
ties with the USSR, and pushed Soviet economic and 
political influence into Sinkiang. Throughout these years 
the Nationalist government remained suspicious of Rus- 
wan imtentionm, and devoted much of its energies to an 


effort to stamp out Chinese Conmumunier 


War Danger Renews Relations 


By the muddle of 1935 Japanese advances on the 


Amatic mainland and the rise of Nazi Germany, both 
of whach threatened the security of the Soviet Union 
were largely determining Sowiet policies toward China 
Convinced that Soviet interests could best be served 
by supporting Chiang Kai-shek, the SSK concluded 


the Sino-Soviet nonm-aggrewmon pact of August |, 1937 


with the Kuomintang government’’ and sent truck 
planes, and mulitary advisers, not to the Chinese Com 
unists Between 
July 1937 and September 1940 Moscow advanced be 
tween 200 and 250 million dollars to the Chinese gov 


but to the Nationalist government 


ernment 


Until the German imvasion of Czechoslovakia in 


March 1939 


of collective action in Europe 


when Kusian leaders gave up all hope 
Soviet representative 
fought bitterly and consistently for collective acuon 


against Japan. But at the same time Moscow, until the 


eve of the Nazi invasion of Russia, made every effort 
to «plo what Bolshevik theoreticians consdered to be 
the contradictions of an imperialist wat The Soviet 
Japanese neutrality pact of April 1941, the recognition 
by Moscow of Japan's sphere in Manchuna, and Japan's 
inviolability” of Outer Mongolia 


Rus ian 


acceptable Leninist diplomacy. But to China it looked 


recognition of the 


were achievernents, from the viewpoint, of 


1s though the Sovict Union were dividing Chinese ter- 
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aggression against tle 


criticistn of the Kuomin 
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may not itself have been part of a Leninist dual policy 
Let Chiang’s government be preserved, the Bolsheviks 
may have reasoned, and let the Chinese Communists be 
admitted on a coalition basis. Then in time (and with- 
out the debilitation of civil war) Chinese Communist 
leaders will gain access to key positions and eventually 
capture the governmental structure 

For numerous complex reasons, the Chinese revolu- 
tion did not follow this course. But whereas in 1927 
Chiang Kai-shek and hi» follower, having rejected 
collaboration with the Communists, were able to drive 
them underground and nearly annihilate them, in 1945- 
0 almost the opposite took place. An examination of 
relations between Russan and Chinese Communst lead- 
ers suggests that this happened ia spite of-—rather than 
because of —attempts by the Ruswans to dominate their 
Chinese comrades 


Moscow and the Chinese Communists 


For at least a decade after the formal organization of 
the Chinese Cormmunist Party in 1921, Moscow sought 
through lengthy directives and on-the-spot agents to 
dictate every twat and turn of the Chinese Communzsst 
line. And when, tame after time, these Moscow-made 
policies came close to wrecking the Chinese Communist 
movement, it was nearly always a Chinese leader, rather 
than a Russian, who accepted the responsibility 

Stalin and his Russian advisers repeatedly under- 
estimated the potentialities of agrarian unrest in China "' 
At least one Chinese Comraunist, however, believed that 
the peasants would be the chief dynamic force in the 
Chinese revolution. That man was Mao Tse-tung. “If,” 
he wrote as far back as 1927, “we allot ten points to the 
accomplishment of the democratic revolution, then the 
achievements of the urban dwellers and the military 
units rate only three points, while the remaining seven 
points should go to the peasants in their rural revolu- 
tion.” 

But Stalin and his advisers, obvewsed with ideas of 
urban insurrection and a proletarian “solution” of the 
agrarian problem, continued to think of the peasant 


it Thee statement is based on a series of Stalin's speeches, 
on vanous theses and resolutions of the Congresses and Pienums 
of the Commun:t International, on « sumber of Russian 
directives received by the Central Committee of the Chineer 
Communist Party and published in sach organs as Hong Che 


Red Flac) and Pw-erh-sai-eei-te (Bolshewik), and on the 
writing: of Comuntern agents who served in China im the 
1924.31 pened 

2 Mao Tee-tung, “Report on an lovestigation of the Peas 
ant Movement in Hunan” (1927). Cf. the “Theses on thr 
Chinese, Revolution,” Seventh Enlarged Exaccutwwe Committee 
of the Communist International, December 16, 1926, /nter. 
national Press Correspondence, vol 7, 20 11 (1927), pp 
2M 
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movement as an auxiliary, rather than the central 
force." During the autumn of 1927 the Chinese Com- 
munmt heerarchy, domunated by two Stalmest represen- 
tauves, dumused Mao from the Polithuro and from the 
Party Front Committee. Fortunately for the future of 
the Chinese Communist Party, Mao held stubbornly to 
he course In succeeding vear the Chinese Communist 
movement underwent a complete transformation from 
prmanly proletarian to prumaniy peasant memberdup.** 
Yet the Kusians conunued to coneder Mao's rural 
“rifle movement” submidiary to the Shanghai under- 
ground leadership of men like Chiu Chu-pai and Li 
Li-san 

The Stulinists tried urban insurrection at Canton in 
December 1927. The attempt failed at a cost of some 
6,000 Chinese lives During the summer of 1950 Li 
Li-san, under Comintern orders, tned it at Changsha 
and a number of other urban centers, Again it failed 


Final Recognition of Mao's Policy 

Yet in January 1931, after Li Li-wan had been called 
to Moscow to answer for his “error,” the Stalinivt 
representative in China sponsored a new leadership 
which was headed, not by seasoned agrarian revolu- 
tiomists such as Mao and Chu Teh, but by young men 
who had spent recent years attending school in Moscow 
In time they failed, as Moscow's other protegés had 
failed, and were duly condemned as “dogmatietns.” But 
it was not until Mao had completed the Long March 
that he seems to have won general and unqualified rec- 
ognition as the leader of the Chinese Communists. By 
then it appeared that a large peasant tail was wagging 
a small proletarian dog 

Mao and his followers are disciplined Communists, 
none the less. Mao made this clear when, defining the 
Chinese Communist task as the unification of “all revo- 
lutionary forces within the country to drive out the ag- 
gressive forces of American imperialiom, overthrow the 
reactionary rule of the Kuomintang, and establish a 
united people's republic,” he called at the same time for 
an “anti-tmperialist united front headed by the Soviet 


Union” 


13 “Theses and Resolution of the VI World Congres,” 
International Pres Correspondence, December 12, 1926, pp 
1671.72, Letwer to the Central Committee of the Chinese 
Communit Party from the Executive Commutice of the Com- 
muniwst International, Meng Chi, February 15, 1990; and « 
long series of eemular documents 

14 In 1926 Commrenist sources clawed 66 percent of the 
Chinese Comenunit Party as workers, 22 percent as inteliee- 
tuals, and 5 percent as peasants Aeport oe the Actiwity of the 
Comment Internatwnel, March-November, 1926, p 118 By 
1930 the membership was overwhelmingly peasant, while not 
more than § percent were proietanan Hung Chi, March 2%, 
1930 
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they didn't know what the situation was The “im 
formed” group alo voted 45 to 22 percent that the 
12 per- 
cent had no opinion) and 5! to 10 percent that the 
Chinese Communists took their orders from Moscow 
18 percent had no opinion 

»uestion of continued aid to the Nationalist 
ent, the “informed” group split almost evenly, 


war in China was a real threat to world peace 


On the 
goverm 
44 percent being opposed tw further aid, 32 percent 
being in favor of it, and 13 percent claiming no opin- 
ion. Some who favored further aid qualified their vote 
by adding “if it would really keep them from goimeg 


Communistic” or “if we could have close control over 


how the money is used.” 
These figures may be compared with an earlier poll 
on the same subject, taken in April 1948." At that time 


the “informed” group was only 72 percent of the whole 


cross-section. Their vete was divided 39 percent in 
favor and 23 percent opposed to sending “more mili- 


tary supplies, goods and moncy” to Nationalist China 
Ten percent had no opinion 

Twe Chinese personalities are widely known to the 
American publi Generalissimo and Madame Chiang 
Kai-shek. The Generalissimo is less popular than his 
In December 148 


Madame Chiang was voted second only to Mrs. Eleanor 


wife, if we may judger by the polls 


Roosevelt in a list of the ten most admured women in 
the world.* In September 1949 


polled and 56 percent of those who had heard or read 


5 percent of all those 


anything about the United States government's White 
Paper on China had a 


issirpo or thought him to be a 


poor” opinion of the General- 
weak” or “xncompe- 
leader.* 

In May 1949 Gallup Poll respondents were asked this 
“What do you think the United 
States ought to do about China?’* The largest group 
said that the United States should leave 
or that it was too late to do anything 
About one fifth (22 
felt that the United States should go on help- 


tent” 


question vourself 
47 percent 
China alone 
and that China was a lest caux 
percent 
ing the Nationalists somehow; two percent gave mis- 


cellancous answers, 14 percent said they didn't know 
and 15 percent gave no answers, stating that they were 
not faruliar with the situation in China 


Shortly after the publication of the White Paper 


on China, a survey showed that only 36 percent of 
those questioned had heard anything about that docu 
ment.” Those who wid they had beard or read some- 
thing about it were then asked: “What is your opinion 
Ibid 

December 25, 1948 

September 17, 1949 

Mav 26. 1949 

17, 1949 
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of the way the government hus handled the China sit- 
uation?” Fifty-three percent diapproved, wying that 
it was “very poor,” “U.S. blundered,” or “US. should 
have given more help.” Twenty-six percent approved, 
saving that it was “very good” of that the “US dod 
best it could” One percent stated that the United 
States should help China, two percent that we should 
stay out, and 18 percent ssid that they did not know. 
Republicans were comuderably more cntical of Adiman- 
istration policy on China than were Democrats. 

Forty-eight percent of the whole crom-section, and 
percent of these who had heard of the White Paper, 
felt that the Cormmunists were going to take over all of 
China. All those polled were then asked: “Is there 
anything the United States should do, in your opinion, 
to stop China from going Communist?” Forty-five per- 
cent said they didn't know; 36 percent said the United 
States should do nothing; and the remainder believed 
that the United States should send military, economi 
or general aid and use propaganda. Among thos who 
knew of the White Paper, 44 percent said the United 
States should do nothing, 40 percent didn't know, and 
the remainder advocated some form of aid or pro- 
paganda 

Late in 1949, 42 percent of those reached by Gallup 
Poll reporters opposed American recognition of the 
government established by the Chinese Communists 
Twenty percent favored recegnition, 14 percent had no 
opinion, and 24 percent aaid they were not familiar with 
events in China.’ Of those who had been to college, 
3 percent favored recognition and 52 percent opposed 
it. Respondents were also asked, “If China is taken over 
completely by the Communists, do you think the United 
States should continue to carry on trade with China 
or do you think the US. should refuse to have any trade 
with China?” Continuing trade was favored by 29 per- 
cent, 33 pereent opposed it, and 14 percent had no 
opinion 


Only 69 percent of those questioned in January 1990 
had heard or read anvthing about the island of For- 


mona,” 


and about one fourth of these respondents did 
not know why Formosa was in the news at that time 
The “reasonably well informed” group—-about 49 per- 
cent of the total-—was given thiee answers to chocee 
from in replying to the following question: “The United 
States could take any of the following three steps con- 
cerning the island of Formos. Which of these steps do 
you think the government should take”" The results 
are tabulated below 


4 Use US armed forces to protect 
and hold Formosa 


& Nowember 26, 1949 
9 February 2, 198 





Give tinencal aul and war & heard anything about the Stave Department's Whute 

to General Chieng Raschek to Paper on China more than a month after its release 
’ bolt the wiend 

or . to the public; and more than half of those questioned 


» noth ond wa * ' 
~soh on Bs ' ne in January 1950 had not heard of Formosa. Significant 
Ne opiner also is the large number of citizens, sometimes as high 
Not informed or have st Formosa as 45 pereent of the total, who, probably because of 
Perham the mest outstanding aspect of Amerwan ignorance of the meues, had no ojamon one way of 
public opinion as registered in these surveys is the ar the other on questions of China policy 
parent lack of mfiormation about this mmportant phase ARTHUR N 


of Unwed States foreter policy More than two out of M 
every ten people questioned in 1948 had not heard ——— 


of the Chines wil war s than four m ten had relations 


Dissension Among India's Communists 


Recent Communist tactics have alienated Indian opinion, aroused Cominform 
criticism, and caused a serious split within the party's ranks. 
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peasantry landiess labor, students, petty bourgross, and 
progreseve intellectuals under the leadership of the 
Communist Party. It would act jointly with other leftist 
partes, at the same time, however, “reformist” leftist 
and Socialist groups were to be rejected and exposed 
Congress Party leaders were to be unmasked as anti- 
national on ther aun General stnkes and other mas 
acteons were called for, not only to defend and increas 
the nghts of workers but alo to umfy them and make 
them The Comumnunist Party 
was enjoined to rouse the peasants to an all-out fight 
landiordiam * 


consous of thee class role 


against 


Dissatisfaction with Joshi 

Thus tactical shaft closely reflected the change in Soviet 
tormgn policy, marked by the appearance of the Comuin- 
form in September 1947, from an attitude of coopera- 
to one of non-cooperaton with non-Comnunst 
countnes. The Zhdanov policy of dworder and violence 
was taken up by Communist parties throughout th 
at least, the shilt was not purely 
an automate reaction to the commands of international 
A majority of the rank and file of Indian 
had become dissatsfied with Joshi's policy 
Indian 
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sation and cnticaed he own mistakes’ But he was not 
returned to the Central Commutice, which was dom- 
inated by Ranadive’s supporter, and Ranadive himself 
was elected General Secretary. A policy of extreme ag- 
gremivencss was developed, and there was no longer 
any pretense of support for government leaden 

At the toe of these decisions, the party was strong 
in many sections of India It had been growing with 
little hindrance during the war years, when the nation- 
alist foroms were dispersed and the leaders were in jail 
Entrenched im labor and peasant organmations, the par- 
ty put down strong root in Bengal Andhra, and Hyder- 
abad, with many new cells in Tamilnad, Malabar, Bom 
bay and Maharashtra, Punjab UP (United Provinces, 
Pradesh and Bihar But as 


renamed Uttar Awam 


events have proved, the Commurusts, in choosing this 


new Coun, overestimated ther own power 


Government Moves Ageinst Communism 
Although preoccupied with vital national tasks, the 
provincial governments did not hesitate to take strong 
measures against disruptive Communit tactics, In the 
werks that followed the adoption of the new party policy 
the provinces arrested and held all important Commu- 
nists who could be reached Public safety legulation was 
mended By May 1948, West Bengal alone had actually 
banned the party, but most Indian Communist leaders 
were cither in detention or working underground 
of such conditions did not deter 
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that Joshi had indeed erred in accepting the support 
of the “bourgeos inteliectuals.” 

During the latter part of 1948 criticism began to come 
also from old-time Comerunist labor leaders. Their dis- 
approval of the Ranadive policy was being justified 
labor agitation met with strong governmental measures, 
and members were being lost to rival, non-Communist 
Whenever such criticism was made openly, it 
was ruthlessly suppressed, and the offenders expelled 
In January 1950, Joshi himself was dropped 


urmorns 


Party Policy Splits Increase 

A policy split developed in the spring of 1449 between 
the Ranadive clique and the Andhra Communist Iead- 
ers. The party's organ, The Communit, accused the lat- 
ter group of deviation from the principles laid down 
They were castigated for col- 
laborating with bourgeow elements, for adopting a policy 


by the Second Congress 


based on the “vacillating politics of the middle peasants,” 
and for being “influenced even by rich peasant ideol- 
ogy.”"* They had not allowed the poor peasantry a 
dominant voice in party councils." Interestingly enough, 
the Andhra leaders were severely criticized for justifying 
their own tactics by reference to the example of Mao 
The central leadership stated 
nist Party of India has accepted Marx, Engels, Lenin 


Tse-tung “The Commu- 
and Stalin as the authoritative sources of Marxism. It 
has not discoveted new sources of Manasm beyond 
these."""? Mao’s theories were declared to be, in part, 
such that no Communist Party would accept them.” 

Only a few of the Andhra leaders were expelled; the 
others appear to have recanted. It is said that the re- 
cantation was not wholly genuine, and that it left beth 
a difference of viewpoint and a residue of bitterness 

Covert dissatisfaction and bewilderment seem to have 
spread further after mid-1949, affecting the rank and 
file as well. Hooliganism was evidently alienating publi 
opinion and furnishing the authorities with justification 
for stringent measures. Continuing protests by party 
members met with swift retaliation. Many of those who 
had joined during the war years, when the party en- 
joved legal standing, were unable to stand the strajn 


of working 


underground and dropped out. Members 
who gave up hunger strikes in jail because of illness and 
other “inadmissible” excuses were told that they should 
be willing to die for the cause. Discontent had to be 
hidden to avoid Ranadive’s wrath 


In Tanmuary 1950 came the news that D. K. Bedekar, 


10 “Struggle for People’s Democracy and Socialism-——Some 
Questions of Strategy and Tactics,” The Communut, June- 
July 1949, p 35 

11 Ibid. pp 34-76 

12 Ibid., p. 77 

13 Ibid., p. 78 
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a leading Communist of Poona, had resigned together 
with seven comrades: They changed that the party under 
Ranadive had failed to build a united front, that Rana- 
dive had isolated the party from the masses, and had 
refused to learn by experience and to correct mistabts.'* 

Then The Comments reprinted an editorial from 
the January 27 issue of the Cominform organ, For a 
Lasting Peace, For a People’s Democracy, which paid 
special tribute to the Chinese Communist leaders and 
advised all Asian Communists to follow China's path. 
The editorial went on to say: 


In these conditions the task of the Indian Communist, 
drawing on the expenence of the national liberation movement 
in China and other countries, ix, naturally, to strengthen the 
alliance of the working class with all the peasantry, to fight 
for the intreduction of the urgently seeded agrarian reform 
and—oe the basis of common struggics foe freedom to 
emte all clases, partes, groups end organisation: 


This hint frors the Cominform brought into the apen 
the secret discontent within the party ranks. Ranadive 
attempted to do a quick about-face. In a statement on 
March 2 he hailed the Cominform editorial, accepted its 
and admitted the crrom of his previous 
But the editorial had given to discontented 
members the necessary pnpetus for public expresdon, 


conclusions 


policy." 


and to those who were confused over party failures it 
gave an answer. Many concluded that the viewpoint 
of the expelled Communists had been a valid one 
Early in March, a pamphlet was reported to be cir 
culating in Bombay, signed by 42 persons who claimed 
to be Cornmunists, appealing for the ouster of the Rana- 
dive leadership."* The Bombay Comrounist leaders, Pat 
kar and Tambitkar, also revolted against Ranadive."’ 
On March 10, three more important Communists were 
expelled, one for renouncing Communism altogether 
and the other two “for their alliance with the renegade 


* Bedekar and Sane clique." Confumon increased when 


Bombay investigators raided the Communist under- 
ground headquarters in that city and announced the 
discovery of much useful documentary intelligence about 
the party's secret operations.** 


On the basis of a letter intercepted from a Commu- 
nist leader in Hyderabad, it was further alleged that a 
sizable section of the Telengana Communists, abhorring 
the present tactics of violence, were planning to form 
another party under the leadership of P. C. Joshi.” 

14 The Statermen, January 24, 1950 

15 Crom Reads, March 10, 1950 

16 The Statesman, March 10, 1950 

1? Jamate, March 19, 1950 

18 Crom Roads, March 10, 1950 

19 Hindustan Standerd, March 73, 1950 

20 Indian Expres, April 10, 1950. Cl. editor's note at the 
beginning of this article. 








Factkes of the leadership in Andhra, UP. and even 
Bengal were reported on the verge of disowning Rana- 
dive 

Now, two years after the inauguration of the Rana- 
dive’ policy, the Communist Party af India finds its 
streagth greatly duminished 
expelled, several important party units in open opposi- 


most of its intellectuals 


tion, and party policy being criticized by the Cominform 
The reaction of the official leadership to these vicissi- 
tudes found expression in a lengthy statement published 
in The Communist.” Admitting that the achiewements 
of the Indian party had lagged behind those of other 
Asian Communists, the staternent affirmed that this lag 
“ean and must be removed.” and that Indian Comrmu- 
nist strategy would be re-examined in the light of Chi- 
nese Commuriust methods, including the formation of 
a united “anti-imperialist” front and the building of 


armies when conditions were suitable 

“The Party Centre,” the statement went on, “com- 
mitted certain errors in dogmatist and sectarian direc- 
tions, which restricted the scope of struggles and 
prevented the mobilization of the broadest masses in the 
same." There had not been sufficient emphasis on the 
subordinate role of the “national bourgeoisie” to British 
unpenalism; nor had a distinction been made between 
“big bourgeonie” and other sections of that clas, some 
of which, “mainly belonging to undeveloped nationali- 
tees, can still at one time or other play the role of ‘fel- 
low-travelers’ in the national liberation struggle At 
the same time these oppositional strata of the Indian 
bourgeoisie ought not to be regarded in any way as 
reliable or stable members of the anti-imperialist camp.” 

The statement observed that the old Ranadive agra 
rian policy “wrongly lumps the nich peasants with the 
landlords 


land must not be advocated as an immediate demand 


Such reforms as nationalization of al! 


and the slogan of exprepriation of rich peasants must 


not be advanced 

Four major tasks were outlined for the building of 
the “People’s Democratic Front.” The first emphasued 
a fight for peace, exposing the Congress and League 
“direct lieutenants of the British and 


called for the or- 


governinents as 
American imperialists.” The second 
ganization of joint strike commuttees with all unions 
tume. for th splitters” 


and, at the sar exposure of 


ike the INTUC and Socia 


‘ net 


urged building unions of peasants 


Party leaders The third 
ond avncultural work- 
ers ) a revolutionary struggle for wages and land, whik 
exposing the unions formed under Congress and So- 
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cialist leadership. The fourth task was to “develop a 
broad-based struggle against the fascist repressive policy 
of the Congress rulers” in defense of civil liberties. 

Finally, the Cominform organ was quoted two the 
effect that. ““A decisive condition for the victorious 
outcorne of the national liberation struggle is the forma- 
tion, when the necessary internal conditions allow for 
it, of people’s liberation armics’.” 

It is still tom early to judge whether, by modifying 
his policies, Ranadive can eventually heal the imtra- 
party rift. It is important to note that the Cominform 
editorial did not rebuke him specifically. In the opinion 
of many observers, Moscow may still consider Ranadive 
the most trustworthy agent in India. He is sharply 
criticized by other Indian Communists, who are, how- 
ever, divided among themselves. If the splintering pro- 
cess continues, the future of the Communist Party of 
India does not look bright. Should the struggle be 
resolved, on the other hand, the strong structure of the 
party and the fanatical devotion of which its members 
are capable still make it the most potentially powerful 
leftist groups 


force among India’s 

22 The National Standard of June 8, 1950, reported a rumor 
that the Cominform had ordered Ranadive to rengen his post as 
General Secretary. Mr. Curran, writing on June 18, comments 
that whether or not the rumor i coftect, Ranadive’s positon 


is distinctly insecure —-Ep 
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